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interpersonal interactions, it completely ignores the work of Piaget and other
important child developmentalists in terms of the developmental stages and learning
abilities ofthe child. It seems very cold and impersonal in its approach as it insistently
refers to care-givers rather than fathers and mothers. It is ponderous in its language,
such as "relationships between care-giver characteristics and environmental vari-
ables." Ifit is to serve as a source book to parents, parents will find it difficult to wade
through the suggestions to find a kernel of help. A suggestion of conversations with
toddlers are laughable in their complexity and overbearing qualities. Perhaps the
biggest tragedy is the lack ofanyfeeling oflove, affection, humor, or playfulness that
must always go into any kind of interactions with children. This is adult to small
adult, not adult to playful, happy, and lovable child. There are very few good things
to say about this book.
MARGRETTA R. SEASHORE
Departments ofHuman Genetics and Pediatrics
Yale University School ofMedicine
WILLIAM HARVEY AND His AGE: THE PROFESSIONAL AND SOCIAL CONTEXT OF THE
DISCOVERY OF CIRCULATION (The Henry E. Sigerist Supplements to the Bulletin of
the History of Medicine, N.S.,2). Edited by Jerome J. Bylebyl. Baltimore, Johns
Hopkins University Press, 1979. 154 pp. $12.50.
The three essays in this book were first presented as part ofa Harvey anniversary
symposium at the 1978 annual meeting ofthe American Association ofthe History of
Medicine. Their common thread is "the interaction between Harvey's scientific
achievement and his professional identity as a practicing physician."
The endeavor to show how Harvey became the model "physician-anatomist" in
seventeenth century England links the essays by Webster and Frank. Charles
Webster, a Reader in the History of Medicine at Oxford, expertly illustrates the
background from which Harvey emerged as a physician in his essay, "William
Harvey and the Crisis of Medicine." The rapid growth of the city of London at the
beginning of the seventeenth century created public health problems that over-
whelmed the corporate body of London physicians. Besides these medical problems,
London's College of Physicians, of which Harvey was an active member, were
constantly defending their professional monopolies against "empirics, quacks, and
mountebanks," and the new forms of therapy, notably Paracelsian or van Helmon-
tian iatrochemistry. Webster also presents what is best termed the "metaphysical"
tone of Jacobean London. The prevalence of Neoplatonism, argues Webster,
disposed scientific investigators to analogical reasoningand a general, ifvague, belief
in the circularity of natural processes.
In "The Image of Harvey in Commonwealth and Restoration England," Robert J.
Frank, Medical History Division, UCLA, wonders if the discovery of circulation
alone accounts for Harvey's fame. There are many allusions to Harvey or to
circulation in the poetry of the period, but another reason is suggested. Perhaps what
has most contributed to the endurance of Harvey's image was his endowment to his
College of Physicians for the annual Harvey Oration. The early bearers ofthis honor
used the opportunity to lavish praise on their benefactor, and these Orations provide
much of the material of the Harvey "myth."
The most notable contribution to this book is from Jerome Bylebyl, the Johns
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Discovery" is a superb example of Mr. Bylebyl's research and writing. Unfortunately,
there is not enough space in this review for an adequate precis of his argument that
some of the phenomena of circulation described by Harvey were known to his
medical contemporaries, but as decidedly abnormal or pathological phenomena.
Hence, part of the process of acceptance was to view circulation as a normal state.
Bylebyl's mastery of the material, though, is such that one could easily imagine him
actually practicing medicine in the seventeenth century. This essay, along with his
other work on Harvey, makes Bylebyl one of the foremost historians of medicine.
Prospective readers should not look at this volume and be deceived by the subject
or the size. It is not "just another Harvey book," for the intellectual breadth is
inversely proportional to the width of the volume.
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